
V A S Q U E Z B O U L E V A R D / I N T E R S T A T E 7 0 S I T E
W O R K I N G G R O U P M E E T I N G

S D M S Document I D•••2006902

F I N A L M E E T I N G S U M M A R YJ u l y 1 5 , 1 9 9 9Swansea Recreation Center, Denver, CO
I N A T T E N D A N C E
W o r k i n g G r o u p
M i c h a e l Maes , E l y r i a N e i g h b o r h o o dLorraine G r a n a d o , Swansea N e i g h b o r h o o d and Cross C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o nJ a n e M i t c h e l l , S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o D e p t . o f P u b l i c H e a l t h a n d EnvironmentBarbara O ' G r a d y , S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o D e p t . o f P u b l i c H e a l t h a n d EnvironmentC e l i a V a n D e r L o o p , C i t y a n d C o u n t y o f Denver, D e p t . o f Env ironmenta l H e a l t hA n t h o n y T h o m a s , C l a y t o n N e i g h b o r h o o dS a n d y D o u g l a s , C o l e N e i g h b o r h o o dC h u c k Pat t e r s on , G l o b e v i l l e N e i g h b o r h o o dDavid M e l l a r d , A T S D RS u s a n M u z a , A T S D RJ o a n H o o k e r , C l a y t o n N e i g h b o r h o o dM e l M u n o z , C O P E E NC h r i s W e i s , E P A , Region 8Bonnie L a v e l l e , EPA, Region 8F r a n c e s H a r t o g h , S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o A t t o r n e y G e n e r a l ' s O f f i c eL i n d a Larson, H e l l e r Ehrman ( A s a r c o )Matt Conn, EPA Region 8
Others
Liz Evans, EPA Region 8Ted Fel lman, EPA Region 8J o y c e T s u j i , Exponent ( A s a r c o )N a n c y S t r a u s s , S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o D e p t . o f P u b l i c H e a l t h a n d Environment ,Environmental H e a l t h S p e c i a l i s tS a n d e e C o u l b e r s o n , A T S D RThere sa N e S m i t h , A T S D RPat C o u r t n e y , EPA Region 8F o n d a A p o s t o l o p o u l o s , S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o D e p t . o f P u b l i c H e a l t h a n d EnvironmentM i k e W e n s t r o m , EPA Region 8Dave F o l k e s , AsarcoB i l l Car t e r , M D A T S D RL u l i Resa l e s , M D A T S D RPres t on J o h n s o n , E P A I n t e r n

July 15, 1999 Final Vasquez/l-70 Working Group Meeting Summary Page 1



S a r a h Y o u n g , E P A I n t e r nJ e n n i f e r W e l l s , E P A I n t e r n
F a c i l i t a t o r s
Mary M a r g a r e t G o l t e n , C D R A s s o c i a t e sT a m a r a S a d o o ( n o t e t a k e r ) , C D R A s s o c i a t e s

U P D A T E S
L i s t i n g o f th e S i t e
T h e next o p p o r t u n i t y t o l i s t s i te s t o t h e N a t i o n a l P r i o r i t i e s L i s t ( N P L ) i s J u l y 22n d, 1999.US EPA Region 8 has reviewed all o f the comments r e g a r d i n g l i s t i n g the s i t e and there sponse s to those comments. The re sponse s were p r e p a r e d by EPA HQ. EPA HQ i si n t h e proces s o f d e c i d i n g whe ther t o l i s t t h i s s i te . I f l i s t e d , n o t i f i c a t i o n o f l i s t i n g w i l l b epo s t ed in the F e d e r a l Regi s t er .
EPA al so wishes t o min imiz e any s t i g m a as soc iated wi th an NPL l i s t i n g . T h e r e f o r e , th eyhave revised the s t u d y area m a k i n g i t s l i g h t l y s m a l l e r . The revised s t u d y area e x c l u d e scertain commercial and i n d u s t r i a l areas. The NPL s i t e i s s m a l l e r t han th e s t u d y area.P r o p e r t i e s o u t s i d e o f th e NPL si te w i l l no t b e l i s t e d un l e s s EPA d e t e r m i n e s t h a t there i sc o n t a m i n a t i o n h i g h enough to cause an action. Once a s i te has been l i s t e d a d d i n gf u r t h e r p r o p e r t i e s to that s i te does not require a r e - a p p l i c a t i o n proces s . New areas cane a s i l y be added to the l i s t .
Because th e NPL si te and th e s t u d y area o v e r l a p , Bonnie L a v e l l e w i l l p r o v i d e t h eW o r k i n g G r o u p with a map i n d i c a t i n g the two areas and where they o v e r l a p . Are f er ence to page numbers in the l i s t i n g pa ckage i n f o r m a t i o n wi l l be marked d e s c r i b i n ghow the NPL site boundar i e s were d e f i n e d and e s t a b l i s h e d .

C o m m u n i t y I n v o l v e m e n t A c t i v i t i e s
W i t h t h e N P L l i s t i n g date a p p r o a c h i n g , E P A C o m m u n i t y I n v o l v e m e n t i s c r e a t i n g a pre s srelease, which wi l l be sent to the media and the W o r k i n g G r o u p s i m u l t a n e o u s l y . Anycommuni ty members who would l i k e t o s p eak with t h e pre s s s h o u l d i n f o r m Ted F e l l m a n .
Phase T h r e e s a m p l i n g wi l l commence on July 26 t h, 1999. Crews wi l l be in then e i g h b o r h o o d s t a k i n g s a m p l e s a n d r e q u e s t i n g access p e r m i s s i o n f r o m r e s i d e n t s f o rs a m p l i n g . C u r r e n t l y th e EPA has p e r m i s s i o n f r o m 665 r e s i d en t s . The EPA i s r e c e iv inga p p r o x i m a t e l y 20 access agreements d a i l y . EPA C o m m u n i t y I n v o l v e m e n t has variousc o m m u n i c a t i o n m a t e r i a l s f o r d i s t r i b u t i o n in to t h e n e i g h b o r h o o d s r e g a r d i n g s a m p l i n g .W o r k i n g G r o u p comments are welcome on these m a t e r i a l s . Once comment s have beenmade, th e m a t e r i a l s w i l l b e t r a n s l a t e d in to S p a n i s h .
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E P A C o m m u n i t y I n v o l v e m e n t i s r e l e a s i n g radio P u b l i c S e r v i c e A n n o u n c e m e n t s ( P S A ' s )as w e l l .
I n f o r m a t i o n wi l l b e made a v a i l a b l e t o the p u b l i c r e g a r d i n g the s ta tu s o f the RiskAsse s sment process. A series of op en houses will be h e l d for direc t c o m m u n i t y contactwith the E P A . Open houses will be h e l d in A u g u s t or S e p t e m b e r 1999. Member s areasked to comment on Risk Asse s sment f a c t sheets so they can be released as soon asp o s s i b l e .
C o m p a r a t i v e S o i l S t u d y
EPA cont inues t o work on f i n a l i z i n g t h e p r o j e c t p l a n f or a p i l o t s cale s t u d y . The s t u d yw i l l i n c l u d e c onduc t ing tes t s on and compar ing so i l s taken f r o m ne ighborhood s ands m e l t e r sites. T h e s e te s t s and c ompar i s on s wil l be eva lua t ed to d e t e rmine t h e i r valuefor i d e n t i f y i n g the s ourc e(s) of arsenic and lead at the site.
Based on comments received by the S t a t e and Asarco about the c ompara t iv e soil s t u d yd r a f t p l a n , EPA wil l i n c l u d e yards that have a range of h i g h , med ium and low amounts ofAs. Low p r o p e r t i e s are d e f i n e d as lower than 70ppm. As requested by the s ta t e ,s p e c i a t i o n wi l l b e done f i r s t , a f t e r th e p l a n i s f i n a l i z e d . Most o f th e soil s a m p l e s neededcan be f o u n d in EPA archives. New soil s a m p l e s need not be taken. The s t u d y p l a ns h o u l d be c o m p l e t e by A u g u s t 1999.
The Drex l e r R e p o r t , "A S t u d y on The Source of A n a m o l o u s A r s e n i c C o n c e n t r a t i o n s inS o i l s f r o m The G l o b e v i l l e C o m m u n i t y - Denver, C o l o r a d o , " wa s d i s t r i b u t e d t o t h eW o r k i n g G r o u p f or review. EPA has received comments f r o m th e S t a t e r e g a r d i n g th erelevance of t h i s report to the EPA soil s tudy. Any ques t ions r e g a r d i n g the report canbe addre s s ed to Barbara O'Grady. The S t a t e comments to the EPA r e g a r d i n g theDrex l e r report w i l l b e made a v a i l a b l e t o th e W o r k i n g G r o u p t h r o u g h Barbara O'Grady a sw e l l .
Dave F o l k e s f r o m Asarco repor t ed that since the report was released one year ago, Dr.Drexler has m o d i f i e d and c l a r i f i e d a number of o p i n i o n s f o u n d in the o r i g i n a l report .Asarco may have i n f o r m a t i o n that can addre s s some of Drexler ' s concerns. Thisi n f o r m a t i o n w i l l b e a v a i l a b l e f o r t h e next W o r k i n g G r o u p mee t ing .
The EPA will accept comments received on the soil s t u d y , make them a v a i l a b l e to theW o r k i n g G r o u p and in corpora t e them into the f inal document. The EPA may use thesecomments f o r t h e s t u d y d e s i g n o n l y , no t f o r i n t e r p r e t a t i o n o f data.
Barbara O'Grady wi l l s e e i f m o d i f i c a t i o n s t o the D r e x l e r r e p o r t , in the f o r m o f a c lassact ion suit d e p o s i t i o n , are a v a i l a b l e to the p u b l i c . If th ey are, a c opy wi l l be a v a i l a b l e inh e r o f f i c e f o r review.
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U p d a t e on Law S u i t
L i n d a Larson reported to the W o r k i n g G r o u p that a M e m o r a n d u m of U n d e r s t a n d i n g( M O U ) t o s e t t l e t h e S o u t h G l o b e v i l l e ( C . deBaca) l a w s u i t i s c u r r e n t l y i n p l a c e . U n d e r t h eM O U , the p a r t i e s are to reach a s e t t l e m e n t agreement by A u g u s t 2, 1999. If as e t t l e m e n t agreement cannot be reached by A u g u s t 2 n d , the p a r t i e s must use m e d i a t i o nto reach an agreement by A u g u s t 20, 1999.

R E V I E W O F T E C H N I C A L M E E T I N G S
J u n e 10 th, 1999
The d i s cu s s i on o f th e J u n e 10 t h, 1999 t e chn i ca l m e e t i n g f o c u s e d on the s a m p l i n gd e s i g n , which consi s ted of c o m p o s i t i n g 16 s epara t e s a m p l e s into one. David M e l l a r dexpres s ed a concern that under t h i s p l a n i t would be di f f icult to eva lua t e acuteexposures . He al so b e l i ev e s that arsenic in moderate c o n c e n t r a t i o n s can pre s en t ap r o b l e m f o r Pica c h i l d r e n . David M e l l a r d w i l l e-mail h i s comment s t o E R A .
Concern was also raised about hot spo t s . S p e c i f i c a l l y , how much h i g h e r does a hotspo t in a yard concentrat ion over the average yard c o n c e n t r a t i o n have to be b e f o r e anacute risk exceeds a l ong- t e rm risk? Wil l c o m p o s i t i n g over l ook ho t s p o t s and p o s s i b l eacute risks?
A l o n g wi th o ther issues, the ERA is l o o k i n g at whe ther or no t , based on dosea s s u m p t i o n s , i t i s a p p r o p r i a t e to c on s id er Pica c h i l d r e n . EPA is e v a l u a t i n g the risks f r o macute a n d subchronic exposure t o arsenic i n soil t o ensure that Phase I I I s a m p l i n g w i l lp r o v i d e adequat e data.

P R O P O S E D P H A S E T H R E E S A M P L I N G P L A N ( r e s i d e n t i a l soil s a m p l i n g )
P r e s e n t l y , the EPA has a p r o p o s e d s a m p l e d e s i g n for s u r f a c e so i l o n l y , 0"-2". Thed e s i g n was m o d i f i e d as a re sul t of the J u n e 10 d i s cu s s i on s . In the current d e s i g n , threes a m p l e s are taken f r o m each p r o p e r t y and th ey are made up of ten s m a l l e r s a m p l e s .To g e t f u l l coverage o f a p r o p e r t y , crews w i l l c o l l e c t s a m p l e s marked by d i f f e r en tcolored f l a g s a c c ord ing to color. The r e s u l t s o f these s a m p l e s wi l l b e used to c a l c u l a t ea 95% u p p e r c o n f i d e n c e level for the mean of the yard. Ninety o f those s a m p l e s wi l l besieved to a very f i n e f r a c t i o n . T h i s s a m p l e w i l l then be a n a l y z e d . All s a m p l e s wi l l b eanalyzed for arsenic and lead concentrat ions . EPA is c o n s i d e r i n g w h e t h e r to a l s oanalyze f o r t h a l l i u m .
F r o m al l o f the p r o p e r t i e s s a m p l e d , 90 wi l l be chosen to c o l l e c t du s t s a m p l e s f r o m . Thedust s a m p l e s wi l l be analyzed for Pb and As. EPA is l o o k i n g for a c o r r e l a t i o n betweendust and s o i l . If a r e l a t i o n s h i p can b e e s t a b l i s h e d , one can p r e d i c t th e other. In o therwords, if the r e l a t i o n s h i p is l i n e a r , a g r a p h can be used to p r e d i c t dus t f r o m homes

July 15, 1999 Final Vasquez/l-70 Working Group Meeting Summary Page 4



where o n l y soil ha s been s a m p l e d . T h i s i n f o r m a t i o n w i l l a l so a l l o w ERA to p r e d i c t dus tratios for homes s a m p l e d in Phase s 1 and 2.
The EPA will a l s o targe t 4-6 a l l e y w a y s and s choo l s and park s tha t have not yet beens a m p l e d . T h e r e are over 3000 re s idence s and the EPA would l i k e to start s a m p l i n g onJ u l y 26 t h, 1999.
Bonnie is reviewing t h i s p a r a g r a p h on Phase T h r e e s a m p l i n g to make sure it isaccurate. W a i t i n g f o r h er response.
Dust
The EPA is a t t e m p t i n g to gather i n f o r m a t i o n and concentrations f r o m areas wi th inhomes where r e s id en t s are most l i k e l y to p h y s i c a l l y come into contact wi th du s t .F u r n a c e dus t i s cons idered house dust because, t h r o u g h central h e a t i n g the dust i sblown into the homes. T h o s e that wi l l have dust c o l l e c t e d f r o m t h e i r homes wil l beasked not to dust or vacuum for 7 days. A t t i c s are not i n c l u d e d in the dus t s a m p l i n g .
C o m m u n i t y members expre s s ed concern that a t t i c dus t would not be s a m p l e d . A n t h o n yT h o m a s p o i n t e d out that a t t i c dus t b u i l d s up and h i s t o r i c a l l y many of the r e s id en t s havecome into contact o f t e n wi th at t i c dus t . M a n y of the r e s i d e n t s have r e s p i r a t o r y p r o b l e m sand felt that i n c l u d i n g at t ic dust would be crucial to o b t a i n i n g an accurate measurement.C e l i a V a n D e r L o o p p o i n t e d ou t that th e p u r p o s e o f t h i s data i s t o p r e d i c t f or th e f u t u r erather than review past exposure. The 60-90 s a m p l e s are an a t t e m p t to represent whatthe average person would be expo s ed to per day. Bonnie L a v e l l e f u r t h e r e x p l a i n e d thatth e EPA i s c a l c u l a t i n g a l i f e t i m e dose. T h i s l i f e t i m e dose wi l l equal what th e EPA f i n d s int h e dust t o d a y , m u l t i p l i e d by th e e xpo sure a s s u m p t i o n s f or f r e q u e n c y o f e xpo sure(number of days per year r e s id en t s are at home) and expo sure d u r a t i o n (30 years).
A n t h o n y T h o m a s recommended a seasonal c o l l e c t i o n of dus t s a m p l e s as we l l as a t t i cdust s a m p l i n g . S a n d y D o u g l a s asked whether a t t i c dust was be ing e x c l u d e d due tocost? Bonnie said no. The e x c lu s i on was based on the lack of an exposure p a t h w a yfor att ic dus t . M i k e Maes e x p l a i n e d that dust s a m p l i n g i s based on the a s s u m p t i o n thatc on taminant s and c o n t a m i n a t i o n f r o m t h i s day f orward are b e ing e xamined , as o p p o s e dto a n a l y z i n g contaminant s and c o n t a m i n a t i o n in the past. The EPA is t r y i n g to i d e n t i f ywhat the c ommuni ty is p r e s e n t l y b e ing expo s ed to.
The c ommuni ty , however, is concerned with what they have been expo s ed to in thepast . S a n d y D o u g l a s added her view that when d e a l i n g with h e a l t h issues the pastmust be examined.
Mel M u n o z p o i n t e d out that a t t i c dus t c ou ld have an impac t on f u t u r e h e a l t h . It would beu n f a i r t o leave ou t a p o t e n t i a l f a c t o r . S u s a n Muza cont inued t h a t , i f t h e h e a l t h e f f e c t sare r e la t ed to past expo sure , cause and e f f e c t are very hard to e s t a b l i s h . T h e r e is toomuch u n c e r t a i n t y associated wi th the da ta f r o m the past to draw a direc t c o r r e l a t i o nbetween the h e a l t h e f f e c t s and the c o n t a m i n a t i o n .
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Matt Conn e x p l a i n e d t o th e W o r k i n g G r o u p that S u p e r f u n d i s made up o f f o r w a r d -l o o k i n g s ta tue s meant to pro t e c t agains t current and f u t u r e t h r e a t s . Superfund i s not thetool f or d e a l i n g with what h a p p e n e d in the pas t .
Barbara O'Grady s u g g e s t e d that ERA m i g h t use a cani s t er to c o l l e c t dus t over a p e r i odof t ime. T h e s e cani s t er s can be p l a c e d anywhere in the home. This wou ld a l l o w for ar e p r e s e n t a t i v e s a m p l e over time. Bonnie L a v e l l e agreed to give the can i s t e r herc o n s i d e r a t i o n . Bonnie L a v e l l e w i l l a l so f l ag f o r t h e g r o u p where in t h e risk baseds a m p l i n g report at t i c dust was s a m p l e d at h i g h l y c o n t a m i n a t e d homes. At all removalp r o p e r t i e s , if there was an a t t i c , i t was s a m p l e d for du s t .
Barbara O ' G r a d y al so s u g g e s t e d c o n d u c t i n g d e t a i l e d interviews wi th t h e r e s i d e n t s ,p e r h a p s via a survey. I m p o r t a n t background i n f o r m a t i o n m i g h t be f o u n d out t h r o u g hthese surveys. S o m e t h i n g s i m i l a r was done with the Rocky M o u n t a i n A r s e n a l p r o j e c t .Bonnie L a v e l l e wi l l take t h i s idea into c o n s i d e r a t i o n , but reques ted c l a r i f i c a t i o n on howthe r e s u l t s m i g h t be used.
C e l i a V a n D e r L o o p p o i n t e d ou t that a q u e s t i o n n a i r e / s u r v e y c o u l d bias the s a m p l e .Bonnie L a v e l l e e x p l a i n e d that ERA can not use the r e s u l t s of an interview to change thes tandard expo sure a s s u m p t i o n s f or th e risk assessment.
Access
Matt Cohn asked the W o r k i n g G r o u p how ERA m i g h t go about s e ek ing access toresidences i f i n i t i a l access w a s d e n i e d . F o r e x a m p l e , what s h o u l d E P A ' s next s t e p s b eif an apar tment b u i l d i n g needs to be s a m p l e d and the n e i g h b o r h o o d and t e n a n t s wou ldl i k e t h e b u i l d i n g s a m p l e d bu t t h e l a n d l o r d / o w n e r ha s d e n i e d access? The c o m m u n i t ysugge s t ed w r i t i n g a l e t t e r s t r e s s ing the i m p o r t a n c e of the s a m p l i n g and the de s i r e by theentire c ommuni ty to have the residence s a m p l e d .
Mat t Cohn then e x p l a i n e d i f a l e t t e r f a i l ed , EPA's next s t e p c o u l d b e t o a sk a m a g i s t r a t ef or a warrant. W o u l d t h e c ommuni ty agree wi th t h i s method a f t e r a l l o th er a t t e m p t s havef a i l e d ?
The c o m m u n i t y said that they d id agree. A n t h o n y T h o m a s p o i n t e d ou t that o u t - o f - s t a t el a n d l o r d s have been very cooperat ive . It i s the lo ca l l a n d l o r d s who are g i v i n g the mostp r o b l e m s , c l a i m i n g tha t they do not want t h e i r t e n a n t s to b lame t h e m , and p o s s i b l y suethem for t h e i r i l l n e s s e s . How can l a n d l o r d s who are a fraid th ey wi l l b e l i a b l e b ereassured? W h a t i s a l a n d l o r d ' s p o t e n t i a l l i a b i l i t y under S u p e r f u n d ? C a n a n absenteel a n d l o r d or a l a n d l o r d be h e l d r e s p o n s i b l e / l i a b l e now for what h a p p e n e d in the pa s t?Once si te b o u n d a r i e s are drawn, will there be negat ive f i n a n c i a l i m p a c t s to the owners,e s p e c i a l l y r e g a r d i n g r e f i n a n c i n g ? Can red l ining be carried out in t h i s in s tance?
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Matt Cohn w i l l p r o v i d e c l a r i f i c a t i o n r e g a r d i n g l a n d l o r d l i a b i l i t y u n d e r S u p e r f u n d a n dLorra ine G r a n a d o w i l l p r o v i d e i n f o r m a t i o n o n C R A ( C o m m u n i t y Reinves tment A c t ) f o rr e d l i n i n g ques t ions. W a i t i n g f o r that i n f o .
S a n d y D o u g l a s ha s a l i s t o f l a n d l o r d s in C o l e . The C o l e n e i g h b o r h o o d c o a l i t i o n therew i l l write l e t t e r s a n d c a l l tho se l a n d l o r d s r e g a r d i n g access agreement s f o r s a m p l i n g .
T h e r e w i l l b e access t o a l l c i ty p r o p e r t y f o r s a m p l i n g .

T o x i c o l o g y G r o u p Report
The t o x i c o l o g i s t s in the W o r k i n g G r o u p had a separate technical meet ing earl ier in theday. ATSDR pre s en t ed several s t u d i e s to show that 1 m g / k g / d a y was not thea p p r o p r i a t e g u i d e l i n e to use to d e v e l o p an acute RBC. ATSDR sugge s t ed a review of allthe acute t o x i c i t y s t u d i e s to d e t e r m i n e the a p p r o p r i a t e s t u d y to use to d e v e l o p an acuteRBC.
A c u t e t o x i c o l o g y benchmarks are new to EPA. T h e r e i s l i t t l e pr e c edence r e g a r d i n g t h i st o p i c , and conversations continue. Bonnie L a v e l l e p o i n t e d out that t h i s site must movec o n s i s t e n t l y t h r o u g h the na t i ona l S u p e r f u n d process. EPA would need to under s tandw h y d i f f e r e n t t o x i c o l o g y asses sments s h o u l d b e a p p l i e d t o t h i s s p e c i f i c site. T h i s wou ldhave far reaching i m p l i c a t i o n s we l l beyond t h i s site.

David M e l l a r d e x p l a i n e d that acute t o x i c i t y wi th As is very c l ear , yet there has neverbeen a s t u d y e x a m i n i n g Pica c h i l d r e n and acute As t o x i c i t y . Bonnie r e p l i e d that theEPA uses r e f er ence doses, v e r i f i e d chronic and sub-chronic, in every risk assessment.T h e r e is no na t i ona l acute r e f e r enc e dose.
EPA requested that ATSDR submit a f o r m a l r e commendat ion to EPA r e g a r d i n g anacute M i n i m a l Risk Leve l . T h e E P A w i l l then f orward t h i s t o E P A headquarter s f o rreview.
C h u c k Pat t er son sugge s t ed a review of the l i t e r a t u r e on the t o x i c i t y of As for the t o x i c i t yassessment. Chuck al so sugge s t ed the t o x i c i t y e s t imate cou ld be c o u p l e d with the sites p e c i f i c exposure assessment. T h e s e two a spe c t s c ou ld be brought t o g e t h e r tocharacterize the risk. C h r i s W e i s r e sponded that EPA i s a s k i n g ATSDR for an acuteexpo sure value.
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P R O G R A M O V E R V I E W / S C H E D U L E U P D A T E S
P r o j e c t e d C o m p l e t i o n Dates

O f f - S m e l t e r F a c i l i t y S o i l s
P h y s i c o - C h e m i c a l C h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n S t u d y
Risk-Based S a m p l i n g S t u d y
C o m p a r a t i v e S o i l s P i l o t S t u d y
Phase I I I S o i l s I n v e s t i g a t i o n
B i o a v a i l a b i l i t y S t u d y
B a s e l i n e Risk Asse s sment
C o m b i n e d Remedia l I n v e s t i g a t i o n /
F o c u s e d F e a s i b i l i t y S t u d y
P r o p o s e d P l a n
Record of Deci s ion

O n - S m e l t e r F a c i l i t y
H y d r o g e o l o g i c C o n c e p t u a l M o d e l
Ecolog i ca l Risk Assessment S c o p i n g
H u m a n H e a l t h Risk Asse s sment S c o p i n g
R e m e d i a l I n v e s t i g a t i o n W o r k P l a n

N o v e m b e r 1998
A p r i l 1999

October 1999
N o v e m b e r 19, 1999

December 1, 1999
J a n u a r y 2000

M a r c h 2000

M a r c h 2000
A p r i l - M a y 2000

S e p t e m b e r 1999
October 1999
October 1999

N o v e m b e r 1999

A T S D R Report
W h o ' s w h o a t A T S D R ?
S u s a n Muza: W o r k s with everyone involved on communica t i on and moving the p r o j e c tf o rwardG l e n T u c k e r : S u s a n M u z a ' s S u p e r v i s o r . O c c a s i o n a l l y r e p l a c e s S u s a n Muza a t W o r k i n gG r o u p m e e t i n g sS a n d e e C o u l b e r s o n : C o m m u n i t y outreachTere sa N e S m i t h : H e a l t h educa torM i k e S c h u l t z , M D : A s s i s t s A T S D R i n making d e c i s i o n s about what h e a l t h i n v e s t i g a t i o n smay be a p p r o p r i a t e for t h i s s i t eC h r i s P o u l e t : S u b s t i t u t e s f o r S u s a n M u z a o c c a s i o n a l l yDavid M e l l a r d , P h D , A T S D R site l e a d , h e a l t h assessor
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N e w A T S D R team members:
L u l i Resale s , M D : H e a l t h p r o m o t i o nBil l Carter, MD: Branch C h i e f
G a r d e n V e g e t a b l e C o n s u l t a t i o n
ATSDR c o n c l u d e d that g a r d e n i n g i s s a f e . A handou t s u m m a r i z i n g th e dra f tc onc lu s i on s f o r t h e garden p r o d u c e p a t h w a y w a s handed out. A T S D R requestedcomments f r o m W o r k i n g G r o u p members and asked that if any of the members wantedto d i s cu s s the risk assessment beh ind the c o n c l u s i o n s , they s h o u l d ca l l David M e l l a r d .ATSDR has not d e c i d e d whether to do h e a l t h c o n s u l t a t i o n or a f a c t sheet or both.

H e a l t h Promot ion A c t i v i t i e s
ATSDR w i l l al so be d e c i d i n g in the coming months whe ther or not to conduct h e a l t hp r o m o t i o n ac t iv i t i e s . One of those a c t i v i t i e s , the env i ronmenta l h e a l t h i n t e r v e n t i o np r o j e c t , c l a r i f i e s t h e c ommuni ty r e s i d e n t s ' i n d i v i d u a l h e a l t h concerns re la t ed t ohazardous waste exposure. Once the c on taminant s of concern have been i d e n t i f i e d inthe c ommuni ty , ATSDR meets with the c ommuni ty to d i s cu s s whether or not they arew i l l i n g to p a r t i c i p a t e in the p r o j e c t . Once the c o m m u n i t y has agreed to p a r t i c i p a t e , thep r o j e c t i s i m p l e m e n t e d . The p r o j e c t i s c ompr i s ed o f th e f o l l o w i n g c omponen t s :

/ needs assessment of the c o m m u n i t y ,/ i n d i v i d u a l e xpo sure h i s t o r i e s ,/ c l i n i c a l e va lua t i on o f i n d i v i d u a l s i d e n t i f i e d t h r o u g h th e exposureh i s t o ry ,/ r e f e r r a l of p a t i e n t s based on examinat ion to environmental med i ca ls p e c i a l i s t s or communi ty p r i m a r y h e a l t h care p r o v i d e r s , and/ f a c i l i t a t e d e v e l o p m e n t o f lo ca l i n f r a s t r u c t u r e to p r o v i d e cont inuedf o l l o w u p .
ATSDR does not prov id e treatment nor i s t h i s p r o j e c t cons idered a s tudy. ATSDR cane s t a b l i s h a r e f e r r a l source for c o m m u n i t y members to go for treatment based on theh e a l t h e f f e c t s i d e n t i f i e d in t h e area. ATSDR has c oopera t iv e agreement s with t h eA s s o c i a t i o n o f O c c u p a t i o n a l a n d E n v i r o n m e n t a l C l i n i c s ( A O E C ) . N a t i o n a l J e w i s hH o s p i t a l in Denver is an AOEC member. ATSDR can r e f e r c ommuni ty members to anAOEC c l i n i c , but , again, does n o t p r o v i d e treatment . T h e V B I 7 0 h e a l t h team w i l l u p d a t ethe community on these processes.
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N E X T S T E P S
ERA open house date s will be s c h e d u l e d between S e p t e m b e r 13 t h , 1999 andS e p t e m b e r 30th, 1999.
T e c h n i c a l m e e t i n g a t I S S I , J u l y 15 t h 1999, 2:00pm. Dis cu s s i on w i l l f o c u s o n s a m p l i n gd e s i g n f o r Phase I I I .

M E E T I N G E V A L U A T I O N
• Overall the m e e t i n g went wel l• Some members did not l i k e the s t a t i s t i c s d i s cu s s i on
• Some members did not l i k e the breakout sessions because the f e e d b a c k did notdescribe c l e a r l y what was d i s cus s ed
• P e r h a p s if the breakout sessions had more c l e a r l y f r a m e d the t o p i c s to bed i s c u s s e d , they would be more u s e f u l to the W o r k i n g G r o u p as a who l e• N o t e : M i s p r i n t in the field manual on page s 1-2• Members would a p p r e c i a t e rece iving the agenda e a r l i e r
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